From 2023 and not part of the conversation explicitly about 


eugenics: 


Lilybug-02 Dec 11, 2023 


(at) mooncandlelight Wereweiner dog 


mooncandlelight Dec 11, 2023 


(at) lilybug-02 Oh my god 


After multiple people have explained that the original writing 
prompt is talking about eugenics, and that if you’re going to write 
something like that you have to portray it as horrifying as it 1s, not a 


cute silly fun thing that’s harlmess: 


chickenmilk120 13m 


(at) lilybug-02 [originally in all caps] Why are they beefing about a 


ralker 12m 


(at) chickenmilk120 if you'd read our posts you'd figure it out. 


lilybug-02 9m 


(at) rjalker You are actually beefing on wereweiner dogs sweet pea. 


thenixkat 9m 
(at) chickenmilk120 there's no problem with writing weredogs but 


why do you need eugenics to get weredogs when weredogs are 


already a thing in folklore? 


chickenmilk120 9m 


(at) rjalker 1 cant read sorry 


ralker 8m 


(at) chickenmilk120 are you joking about not being able to read, or 


would you like an actual explanation of the problem? 


thenixkat 7m 


(at) lilybug-02 you already acknowledged the eugenicist 


implications of the original post you can't really pull back from that. 


thenixkat 7m 


(at) chickenmilk120 so how do you even know what's happening on 


the post or that you even got a reply? 


pet-shop-of-horror-fan 7m 


OP thinks she can UwU her way out of eugenicist writing. 


lilybug-02 7m 


(at) chickenmilk120 omg same owo 


lilybug-02 6m 


specifically breeding the werewolves???? 


thenixkat 4m 


(at) pet-shop-of-horror-fan after acknowledging that the prompt has 
eugenicist implications which is wild. Its not that hard to just 


apologize for missing the implications. 


beanieboil2 4m 


some of y'all need to go outside omg 


poplasia 4m 


My main thought seeing the accusatory responses is just like... Do 
they not think the werewolves could be selecting for themselves? Do 
they not think that the werewolves (and/or human partners) might 
themselves prefer partners with self-control and soft fur? There's 
definitely a chance for there to be messed up stuff in such a setting, 
but "selecting for" preferred types in a partner is (akaik) very much 


something regular people do as well. 


pet-shop-of-horror-fan 4m 


(at) lilybug-02 Not at all what I said but okay. 


thenixkat 3m 


(at) pet-shop-of-horror-fan like its not that hard to just write a story 
with nonagressive werewolves, people aready do it plenty without 


needing to have creepy eugenicist shit in their worldbuilding 


pet-shop-of-horror-fan 2m 


(at) thenixkat I know, right? 


eysuperstar 2m 


Woah guys can we please like. Calm down??? 


thenixkat 1m 


(at) poplasia the op already aknowl;edged that there were euginicist 
implications that multiple people caught. There doesnt need to be 
any selection for anything, just write nonagressive werewolves. If 


they're sentient breeding people to have certain traits is fucking 


weird and fictional characters cant choose shit the writing would still 


have eugenicist implications 


thenixkat 4m 


(at) beanieboil2 whee ableist insults? who could have saw that 
coming? Ok, I'll take my laptop outside and continue to type b/c 


computers can go outside in this modern age 


ralker now 


(at) ejsuperstar we're very calmly explaining that eugenics is bad. Do 


you think simply criticizing eugenics 1s going overboard? 


thenixkat 2m 


(at) ejsuperstar Everyone is calm here and using fairly polite 
language. There's nothing wrong with pointing out that eugenics is 


fucked up 


thenixkat 36s 


i do question why folks would rather defend a prompt with 
eugenicist implications when you could literally just write 
werewolves that arent agressive or werewolves with dog-like traits, 
like there's no canon for werewolves as a monster. All it takes is a 
little creativity and like looking outside of werewolf horror works to 


see what people are doing with nonmonstery werewolves 


chickenmilk120 25s 


(at) rjalker ngl guys me personally, 1 would never let someone 


named eugine tell me how many weredogs 1 can or cant marry 


awesomecat42 lm 


Love how everyone 1s talking about the ethics of werewolf eugenics 
meanwhile my first interpretation of the original post was just that 


different populations faced different evolutionary pressures that 


resulted in branching evolutionary paths. The word "domestic" 
doesn't even necessitate intentional artificial selection, it just means 
they they have the traits of domestication syndrome (which, I should 


mention, IRL humans do as well). 


unstablezeldafan 3m 


Guys, are we not considering the possibility that this just happened 
naturally through evolution and that someone seperate from the 
werewolves were not forcing this to happen? I know eugenics is a 
possible interpretation of this but what if it kind of just happened, 
like how humans gradually just un-monkeyed with evolution. It 
kinda just seems like it was a random silly idea and these 


implications weren't thought that deep when posted. I dunno, man. 


thenixkat 5m 


(at) unstablezeldafan humans were never monkeys, we just share an 


ancestor and you could literally write weredogs which are already a 


thing in folklore without having unfortunate implications in yer 


worldbuilding if yer not gonna portray that as horiffic as it implies 


thenixkat 4m 


(at) chickenmilk120 if you cant read how are you interpreting text 
even that badly? 


chickenmilk120 3m 


(at) thenixkat 1m a weredog duh 


junoeevee 3m 


This idea is horrific and I mean it in the most complimentary way 
possible, I love it /g When will people realise that just because you 


suggest smth fucked up doesn't mean you agree with it morally @) 


thenixkat 46s 


(at) junoeevee the op said it was supposed to be interpreted as a cute 
fun idea, not something fucked up. Portaying it as a fucked up 

dystopian thing would be interesting and you could have a fun story 
with domesticated werewolves teaming up with wild werewolves to 


stop it 


poplasia 44s 


(at) awesomecat42 (at) unstablezeldafan Same here! That was my 
impression as well. Some folks calling out potentially harmful 
interpretations on a work is very good an an important skill, but as 
this is just a very short prompt/idea, it's really just jumping to the 
worst conclusions of a theoretical non-existent larger work. Perhaps 
the post could have been worded better, but there's no way this is 


really, like, advocating for eugenics. 


thenixkat 9s 


(at) chickenmilk120 and I'm a bird monster so? 


full chronological chain broken by the OP deleting the post or 


blocking people or something. 


fragments remaining: 


chickenmilk120 10m 


(at) thenixkat do birds also talk about eugine? Or is that only for the 


dogs? How manywoodchucks can you eat? 


unstablezeldafan 7m 


(at) thenixkat They aren't defending eugenics, from what I've seen, 
everyone has agreed the eugenics interpretation means this is a bad 
thing for the werewolves . They're just saying that there's many other 
ways this can be interpreted and that the OP isn't a bad person or 


something for making an idea that could lead to this. 


unstablezeldafan 7m 


(at) thenixkat Bad thing is definitely an understatement, was editing 


it but 1t sent instead of deleting, damn phone. 


chickenmilk120 6m 


(at) lilybug-02 oh this was super fun i was having a great tine @ 


unstablezeldafan 5m 


Oh. It's gone. I skidaddle. 


